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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 3 of 
the specification, line 6: The tense of the verb received is incorrect - it should read 
"receive". In addition, on line 1 3 of the same page: The first word of the sentence 
beginning with "more complete" is not capitalized. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim(s) 1 - 15 are objected to because of the following informalities: In claims 
1, 7, and 13: the word correlation is misspelled. The current spelling is corrlation. In 
claim 1 : The tense of the verb received is incorrect - it should read "receive". In claim 
5: the phrase "at least tow event signals" appears to be a misspelling of the word two. In 
claim 8: the method claim refers back to a device claim. In claims 2 - 6, 8 - 12, 14 and 
15: Improper antecedent basis is used. For example in claim 2: "wherein the device" 
should read "wherein said device." 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claim(s) 1 - 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Snyder et al. (US 6,287,328). 

Regarding claim 1 and 13, Snyder et al. discloses a device comprising: a 
controller, inference processor, a memory coupled to the controller; and an input 
interface arranged to receive at least two event signals, measurement system, wherein 
the controller is arranged to determine a global correlation, non-event signal, for the at 
least two event signal over a first period of time, determine a local correlation, event 
signal, for the at least two event signals over a second period of time which is shorter 
than the first period of time, determine a deviation between a local correlation vector 
and a global correlation vector, determine an average deviation from the deviation and 
determine whether an artifact was detected in one of the at least two event signals 
(Column 4, lines 24-41). 

Regarding claim 7, Snyder et al. discloses a method for detecting a signal 
artifact in an event signal, the method comprising the steps of: receiving at least two 
event signals; determining a global correlation for the at least two event signal over a 
first period of time; determining a local correlation for the at least two event signals over 
a second period of time which is shorter than the first period of time; determining a 
deviation between a local correlation vector and a global correlation vector; determining 
an average deviation from the deviation; and determining whether an artifact was 
detected in one of the at least two event signals based upon the average deviation 
(Column 6, lines 11 - 19). 



Application/Control Number: 10/568,173 Page 4 

Art Unit: 4148 

Regarding claim(s) 2, 8, and 14, Snyder et al. discloses wherein the device is a 
patient monitoring system (Abstract). 

Regarding claim(s) 3, 9, and 15, Snyder et al. discloses wherein the at least two 
event signals are patient monitored data signals (Column 4, lines 45 - 47). 

Regarding claim(s) 4 and 10, Snyder et al. discloses an alarm indicator coupled 
to the controller, the alarm indicator being triggered if at least one of the event signals 
crosses a preset threshold value and the controller determines that no artifact was 
detected in the at least one event signal (Column 11, lines 49 and 50). 

Regarding claim(s) 5 and 11, Snyder et al. discloses a memory for recording the 
at least two event signals (Column 4, lines 24 - 41 ). 

Regarding claim(s) 6 and 12, Snyder et al. discloses wherein the device is a 
server forming part of a client-server network (Column 8, lines 62 -67). 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following references are citied for disclosing related limitation 
of the applicant's claimed and disclosed invention: AM (WO 2005/036440 A3, US 
2007/0032705), Snyder et al. (US 6,287,328), Lyster, Thomas D. (US 5,902,249), 
Bornn et al. (US 5,348,008), Pfister et al. (US 4,746,910), Davis et al. (US 5,921,937), 
Steinhaus et al. (US 5,217,021). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Luther G. Behringer whose telephone number is (571) 
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270-3868. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thur 7:30 - 5; 2nd Friday 
7:30-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Terrell McKinnon can be reached on (571) 272-4797. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Luther Behringer 
November 28, 2007 

/Terrell L Mckinnon/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4148 



